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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6, 8-9, 11-16, and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ziff (U.S. Patent 6,697,821 B2). 

As per claims 1 and 1 1 , Ziff discloses a computer implemented system and 
method for creating, editing and processing submissions of electronic content, including 
functionality which may be implemented as separate modules (See Ziff, Column 3, line 
67, and Column 4, lines 1-3), including enabling a user to enter a release form 
containing a digest of original story information (See Ziff, Column 1 1 , lines 18-38), 
enabling a writer, or consultant, to access, create and edit the story digest to form a 
story screening document (See Ziff, Column 1 1 , lines 39-44), notifying a reviewer, or 
editor, of the digest created by the writer, or consultant (See Ziff, Column 1 1 , lines 45- 
50), and enabling a reviewer, or editor, to review the digest created by the writer, or 
consultant (See Ziff, Column 1 1 , liens 50-55). While Ziff discloses that the user, or 
submitter, enters the original story information on a release form, Ziff does not disclose 
expressly that the user or submitter assigns the original story information entered to a 
writer or consultant for creating a digest. However, this functionality is available in the 
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method and system disclosed by Ziff as it is used by an editor to assign a particular 
story digest to a particular writer (See Ziff, Column 29, lines 3-5). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply the 
disclosed assignment functionality to the user of the system. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to allow a user to direct his or her original story information to a 
writer with whom he or she is familiar or has worked with in the past. 

As per claims 2 and 12, Ziff discloses the limitations of claims 1 and 1 1 as 
described above. Ziff also discloses controlling access to the system by the user, writer 
or consultant, and reviewer or editor, using a login function (See Ziff, Column 20, lines 
52-62, Column 21 , lines 5-8, Figure 28A, and Column 29, lines 34-36). 

As per claims 3 and 13, Ziff discloses the limitations of claims 1 and 1 1 as 
described above. Ziff also discloses monitoring the status of a story digest (See Ziff, 
Column 9, lines 24-28, Figures 4A and 4B, and Column 12, lines 8-31). 

As per claims 4 and 14, Ziff discloses the limitations of claims 1 and 1 1 as 
described above. Ziff also discloses enabling uploading of the document to the system 
(See Ziff, Column 21, lines 11-16). 

As per claims 5 and 15, Ziff discloses the limitations of claims 1 and 1 1 as 
described above. Ziff also discloses enabling distribution or publication of the digest 
upon completion (See Ziff, Figure 13 B, element 216, and Column 22, lines 2-5). 

As per claims 6 and 16, Ziff discloses the limitations of claims 1 and 11 as 
described above. Ziff also discloses associating tracking data with the story digest (See 
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Ziff, Column 18, lines 65-67, Column 19, lines 1-9, Figures 4A and 4B, and Column 12, 
lines 8-14). 

As per claims 8 and 18, Ziff discloses the limitations of claims 1 and 1 1 as 
described above. Ziff also discloses enabling the writer or consultant to submit the 
digest for review by the reviewer or editor (See Ziff, Column 1 1 , lines 39-50). 

As per claims 9 and 19, Ziff discloses the limitations of claims 1 and 1 1 as 
described above. Ziff also discloses enabling a reviewer or editor to approve, edit and 
reassign the digest created by the consultant or writer (See Ziff, Figures 27A and 27B, 
Column 28, lines 65-67, and Column 29, lines 1-19). 

Claims 7, 10, 17, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ziff (U.S. Patent 6,697,821 B2) as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 above, 
and further in view of Cooper (U.S. Publication 2002/0029350 A1 ). 

As per claims 7 and 17, Ziff discloses the limitations of claims 1 and 1 1 as 
described above. Ziff does not disclose expressly providing a list of available writers or 
consultants from which the writer or consultant may be selected. Cooper discloses a 
Consultant database that lists the consultants available from the system, including 
details about each consultant (See Cooper, Page 4, paragraph 0043). Ziff and Cooper 
are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor of managing 
shared electronic information over a computer network. At the time of the invention it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the list of available 
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consultants of Cooper with the consultant selection functionality of Ziff. The motivation 
for doing so would have been to allow a user or submitter to select a consultant or writer 
with whom he or she is familiar, or, using the detailed information provided about each 
consultant or writer, to allow a user or submitter to select a consultant or writer who has 
previous experience with the subject matter encompassed by the submitted original 
story information. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Cooper with Ziff 
for the benefit of allowing a user or submitter to select a consultant or writer with whom 
he or she is familiar, or, using the detailed information provided about each consultant 
or writer, allowing a user or submitter to select a consultant or writer who has previous 
experience with the subject matter encompassed by the submitted original story 
information, to obtain the invention as specified in claims 7 and 17. 

Claims 10 and 20 are rejected on the same basis as claims 2-9 and 12-19. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Fields (U.S. Publication 2004/0205572 A1 ) discloses systems and 
methods for providing information in a computer network. 

• Dabney (U.S. Patent 6,643,663 B1) discloses a method and system for 
operating a content management system. 
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• Duchon (U.S. Publication 2004/0215490 A1) discloses an integrated 
medial information management and medical device control system and 
method. 

• Malik (U.S. Publication 2005/01 14353 A1 ) discloses a method for tracking 
functional states of a web site and reporting results to web developers. 

• Martin (U.S. Publication 2004/0216044 A1 ) discloses systems and 
methods for a programming environment for a simulation of a computer 
application. 

• Coffman (U.S. Publication 2004/0215467 A1 ) discloses a method for 
electronic document handling, such as for requests for quotations under 
an electronic auction. 

• Moisa (U.S. Publication 2004/0030992 A1 ) discloses a system and 
method for management of a virtual enterprise. 

• Zhang discloses role-based access control in online authoring and 
publishing systems. 

• Robinson discloses requirements interaction management. 

• Sarin discloses a process model and system for supporting collaborative 
work. 

• Weber discloses live documents with contextual, data-driven information 
components. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Laurie Ries whose telephone number is (571) 272-4095. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon, can be reached at (571) 272-4136. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have 
questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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